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DETAILED ACTION 

This application has been examined. Claims 1-15 are pending. 



Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
01/19/2010 has been entered. 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 05/06/2009 have been fully considered but they are 

not persuasive. 

The Applicant presents the following argument(s) [in italics]: 

. . . McLaren discloses user controlled p layback speed of a video stream. 

Therefore, the playback speed of the video stream is determined not by data type.. . 

[The prior art does not disclose wherein] playback control is controlled by data type 

determined by the cited data detecting section... 



The Examiner respectfully disagrees with the Applicant. 
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In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain 
features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies 
(i.e., controlling reproduction based on data types while excluding user input) are not 
recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the 
specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re 
Van Geuns, 988 F. 2d 1 181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one 
cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections 
are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 
USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 
1986). 

McLaren disclosed different reproduction methods for different portions of data. 

McLaren is not relied upon to disclose wherein a reproduction method for the 
cited data is different from a reproduction method for data other than the cited data in 
the received mail data. 

McLaren is not relied upon to disclose detecting data that is cited from mail data 
created by a creator different from a creator of the received mail. 

Gupta disclosed (re. Claim 1 ) detecting data that is cited from mail data (Gupta- 
Paragraph 63, 'multimedia presentations' ) created bv a creator different from a creator 
of the received maif . (Gupta- Paragraph 7, 'another student can respond in a 
subsequent annotation') 
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The Examiner notes that the basis of the annotations are multimedia 
presentations which are created independently of the Gupta system. Thus where the 
claimed cited data is the original multimedia presentation disclosed by Gupta, then it 
would have been obvious that the multimedia presentation could be created by any 
user. Furthermore Gupta Figure 22, Paragraph 146 displays both the original 
multimedia presentation ('cited data created by a different user') along with the 
subsequently added annotations ('by the creator of the received mail') 
Gupta thus disclose a method for detecting, identifying and differentiating between data 
that is cited from mail data (Gupta-Paragraph 63, 'multimedia presentations' ) created 
bv a creator different from a creator of the received maif . 

Furthermore Gupta Paragraph 135 disclosed a seek option for viewing 
annotations that allow a user to indicate seek, view an annotation and jump/skip to the 
next annotation. 

The Examiner notes that where the annotations are all imbedded on a single 
multimedia presentation, then Gupta is able to automatically detect, identify and 
differentiate between 1 ) portions of multimedia data that is temporally located between 
the annotations and 2) portions of multimedia data that have the annotations. The said 
differentiated portions of multimedia data are equivalent to two different data types. 
Gupta is thus able to detect two different data types. 

The Gupta disclosure regarding jumping/skipping to the next annotation is 
equivalent to a different reproduction method because it represents a reproduction 
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method that is temporally faster than the normal viewing mode. Furthermore the said 
variable reproduction method is performed without involving the user for continually 
jumping/skipping to the next annotation and without involving the user for detecting the 
cited data portions. 

Thus Gupta disclosed (re. Claim 1 ) playback control is controlled by data type 
determined by the cited data detecting section. Gupta disclosed (re. Claim 1) controlling 
a reproduction method for the cited data is different from a reproduction method for data 
other than the cited data in the received mail data based on the detection result by the 
cited data detecting section. 

McLaren has overlapping disclosures regarding different reproduction methods 
for different portions of data but is on a more granular level because McLaren allows for 
variable speeds. 

With McLaren disclosing different reproduction speeds for different portions of 
data, the combination of McLaren-Gupta disclosed wherein a reproduction method for 
the cited data is different from a reproduction method for data other than the cited data 
in the received mail data. 



Priority 
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This application claims benefits of priority from Foreign Application 2003- 
429445 filed December 25, 2003. 

The effective date of the claims described in this application is December 25, 

2003. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1 -1 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gupta (US Publication 2005/0081 159) further in view of McLaren (US Patent 6064794 



Gupta disclosed (re. Claim 1) an electronic mail processing apparatus 
comprising: a data receiving section operable to receive mail data including video data 
or audio data; (Gupta-Paragraph 92, Paragraph 163, Paragraph 77-Paragraph 79) a 
cited data detecting section operable to detect a cited part of the received video data or 
audio data as cited data from the mail data received by the data receiving section; 
(Gupta-Paragraph 96-Paragraph 98) and a reproduction control section operable to 
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control a reproducing method of the received mail data. (Gupta-Paragraph 
92, Paragraph 163,Paragraph 77-Paragraph 79) 

Gupta disclosed (re. Claim 1 ) detecting data that is cited from mail data (Gupta- 
Paragraph 63, 'multimedia presentations' ) created by a creator different from a creator 
of the received maiP . (Gupta- Paragraph 7, 'another student can respond in a 
subsequent annotation') 

The Examiner notes that the basis of the annotations are multimedia 
presentations which are created independently of the Gupta system. Thus where the 
claimed cited data is the original multimedia presentation disclosed by Gupta, then it 
would have been obvious that the multimedia presentation could be created by any 
user. Furthermore Gupta Figure 22, Paragraph 146 displays both the original 
multimedia presentation ('cited data created by a different user') along with the added 
annotations ('by the creator of the received mail'). 

Furthermore Gupta Paragraph 135 disclosed a seek option for viewing 
annotations that allow a user to indicate seek, view an annotation and jump/skip to the 
next annotation. 

The Examiner notes that where the annotations are all imbedded on a single 
multimedia presentation, then Gupta is automatically able to detect, identify and 
differentiate between 1 ) portions of multimedia data that is temporally located between 
the annotations and 2) portions of multimedia data that have the annotations. The said 
differentiated portions of multimedia data are equivalent to two different data types. 
Gupta is thus able to detect two different data types without user input. 
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The Gupta disclosure regarding jumping/skipping to the next annotation is 
equivalent to a different reproduction method because it represents a reproduction 
method that is temporally faster than the normal viewing mode and said reproduction 
method is performed without involving the user for continually jumping/skipping to the 
next annotation. 

Thus Gupta disclosed (re. Claim 1 ) playback control is controlled by data type 
determined by the cited data detecting section. Gupta disclosed (re. Claim 1) controlling 
a reproduction method for the cited data is different from a reproduction method for data 
other than the cited data in the received mail data based on the detection result by the 
cited data detecting section. 

McLaren has overlapping disclosures regarding different reproduction methods 
for different portions of data but is on a more granular level because McLaren allows for 
variable speeds. 

With McLaren disclosing different reproduction speeds for different portions of 
data, the combination of McLaren-Gupta disclosed wherein a reproduction method for 
the cited data is different from a reproduction method for data other than the cited data 
in the received mail data. 

While Gupta substantially disclosed the claimed invention Gupta did not disclose 
(re. Claim 1) wherein the reproduction control section controls the reproduction method 
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so that a reproduction method for the cited data is different from a reproduction method 
for data other than the cited data in the received mail data. 

McLaren disclosed (re. Claim 1) wherein the reproduction control section controls 
the reproduction method so that a reproduction method for the cited data is different 
from a reproduction method for data other than the cited data in the received mail data. 
(McLaren-Column 5 Lines 40-65) 

Gupta and McLaren are analogous art because they present concepts and 
practices regarding the playback control of video segments. At the time of the invention 
it would have been obvious to combine McLaren into Gupta. The motivation for said 
combination would have been to facilitate various trick-play modes by controlled 
selection of "replay" locations. (McLaren-Column 2 Lines 20-35) 

Claim 8 (re. method) is rejected on the same basis as Claim 1 . 

The motivation to combine described in Claim 1 applies to Claim 8. 

Gupta-McLaren disclosed (re. Claim 2,9) wherein the reproduction control 
section controls the reproduction speed of the mail data so as to reproduce the data 
other than the cited data in the received mail data at a first speed, and reproduce the 
cited data at a second speed which is faster than the first speed. (McLaren-Column 5 
Lines 40-65) 

The motivation to combine described in Claim 1 applies to Claims 2,9. 
Gupta-McLaren disclosed (re. Claim 3,10) wherein the cited data includes 
information relating to a creator of the mail data in a specified region, (Gupta- 
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Paragraph 52, Paragraph 61-63) and the cited data detecting section detects the cited 
portion by using the information relating to the creator. (Gupta-Paragraph 52, Paragraph 
61-63) 

The motivation to combine described in Claim 1 applies to Claims 3,10. 
Gupta-McLaren disclosed (re. Claim 4,1 1 ) wherein the video data or audio data 
included in the cited data is data compressed by a specified compressing method 
(McLaren-Column 5 Lines 40-65, Column 6 Lines 60-65) and having a header portion in 
which information relating to a creator of the mail data is recorded. (Gupta-Paragraph 
52, Paragraph 61-63) 

The motivation to combine described in Claim 1 applies to Claims 4,1 1 . 
Gupta-McLaren disclosed (re. Claim 5,12) wherein the cited data includes 
information relating to a creator of the mail data in a form of a digital watermark 
embedded in the video data or audio data, and the cited data detecting section detects 
the cited data by using the information relating to the creator embedded in a form of a 
digital watermark. 

The Examiner notes that at the time of the invention the use of digital watermarks 
with email and multimedia content was well-known in the networking art. It would have 
been obvious to use digital watermarks in the Gupta-McLaren in order to provide a 
unique identifier for said content and content creator. 

The motivation to combine described in Claim 1 applies to Claims 5,12. 
Gupta-McLaren disclosed (re. Claim 6,13) comprising a data creating section 
operable to create the mail data for transmission including video data or audio data, 
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wherein when creating the mail data, the data creating section stores information 
relating to a creator of the mail data in a specified recording region of the video data or 
audio data. (McLaren-Paragraph 61 -Paragraph 63) 

The motivation to combine described in Claim 1 applies to Claims 6,13. 
Gupta-McLaren disclosed (re. Claim 7,14) a data creating section operable to 
create the mail data for transmission including video data or audio data, wherein when 
creating the mail data, the data creating section embeds information relating to a creator 
of the mail data in a form of a digital watermark in the video data or audio data. 

The Examiner notes that at the time of the invention the use of digital watermarks 
with email and multimedia content was well-known in the networking art. It would have 
been obvious to use digital watermarks in the Gupta-McLaren in order to provide a 
unique identifier for said content and content creator. 

The motivation to combine described in Claim 1 applies to Claims 7,14. 
Gupta-McLaren disclosed (re. Claim 15) an electronic mail processing system 
comprising a first mail processing apparatus and a second mail processing apparatus 
which exchanges electronic mails with the first mail processing apparatus, a) the first 
mail processing apparatus including: a data transmitting and receiving section operable 
to transmit and receive mail data including video data or audio data, (Gupta-Paragraph 
92, Paragraph 163, Paragraph 77-Paragraph 79) a cited data detecting section operable 
to detect a cited part of video data or audio data as cited data from the received mail 
data, (Gupta-Paragraph 96-Paragraph 98) a reproduction control section operable to 
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control a reproducing method of the received mail data (Gupta-Paragraph 
92, Paragraph 163,Paragraph 77-Paragraph 79) 

so that a reproduction method for the cited data is deferent from a reproduction 
method for data other than the cited data in the received mail data, (McLaren-Column 5 
Lines 40-65) 

and a data creating section operable to create mail data for transmission by 
adding information relating to a creator of the mail data to video data or audio data 
included in the mail data, (Gupta-Paragraph 52, Paragraph 61-63) and b) the second 
mail processing apparatus including: a data transmitting and receiving section operable 
to transmit and receive mail data, (Gupta-Paragraph 92, Paragraph 163,Paragraph 77- 
Paragraph 79) 

and a data editing section operable to edit the mail data received in the data 
transmitting and receiving section, (Gupta-Paragraph 92, Paragraph 163, Paragraph 77- 
Paragraph 79) 

wherein the second mail processing apparatus creates a reply mail (Gupta- 
Figure 1 9, Paragraph 1 27) including as cited data a part or whole of video data and 
audio data included in the received mail data, by the data editing section, and transmits 
a reply mail to a sender of the received mail data through the data transmitting and 
receiving section. (Gupta-Figure 19, Paragraph 127) 

The Examiner notes that the basis of the annotations are multimedia 
presentations which are created independently of the Gupta system. Thus where the 
claimed cited data is the original multimedia presentation disclosed by Gupta, then it 
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would have been obvious that the multimedia presentation could be created by any 
user. Furthermore Gupta Figure 22, Paragraph 146 displays both the original 
multimedia presentation ('cited data created by a different user) along with the added 
annotations {'by the creator of the received mail'). 

Furthermore Gupta Paragraph 135 disclosed a seek option for viewing 
annotations that allow a user to indicate seek, view an annotation and jump/skip to the 
next annotation. 

The Examiner notes that where the annotations are all imbedded on a single 
multimedia presentation, then Gupta is automatically able to detect, identify and 
differentiate between 1 ) portions of multimedia data that is temporally located between 
the annotations and 2) portions of multimedia data that have the annotations. The said 
differentiated portions of multimedia data are equivalent to two different data types. 
Gupta is thus able to detect two different data types without user input. 

The Gupta disclosure regarding jumping/skipping to the next annotation is 
equivalent to a different reproduction method because it represents a reproduction 
method that is temporally faster than the normal viewing mode and said reproduction 
method is performed without involving the user for continually jumping/skipping to the 
next annotation. 

Thus Gupta disclosed (re. Claim 1 ) playback control is controlled by data type 
determined by the cited data detecting section. Gupta disclosed (re. Claim 15) 
controlling a reproduction method for the cited data is different from a reproduction 
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method for data other than the cited data in the received mail data based on the 
detection result by the cited data detecting section. 

McLaren has overlapping disclosures regarding different reproduction methods 
for different portions of data but is on a more granular level because McLaren allows for 
variable speeds. 

With McLaren disclosing different reproduction speeds for different portions of 
data, the combination of McLaren-Gupta disclosed wherein a reproduction method for 
the cited data is different from a reproduction method for data other than the cited data 
in the received mail data. 

While Gupta substantially disclosed the claimed invention Gupta did not disclose 
(re. Claim 15) wherein the reproduction control section controls the reproduction 
method so that a reproduction method for the cited data is different from a reproduction 
method for data other than the cited data in the received mail data. 

McLaren disclosed (re. Claim 15) wherein the reproduction control section 
controls the reproduction method so that a reproduction method for the cited data is 
different from a reproduction method for data other than the cited data in the received 
mail data. (McLaren-Column 5 Lines 40-65) 

Gupta and McLaren are analogous art because they present concepts and 
practices regarding the playback control of video segments. At the time of the invention 
it would have been obvious to combine McLaren into Gupta. The motivation for said 
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combination would have been to facilitate various trick-play modes by controlled 
selection of "replay" locations. (McLaren-Column 2 Lines 20-35) 



Conclusion 

Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in 
the references applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are 
applied to specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing 
responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part 
of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art 
or disclosed by the Examiner. 

In the case of amending the claimed invention, Applicant is respectfully 
requested to indicate the portion(s) of the specification which dictate(s) the structure 
relied on for proper interpretation and also to verify and ascertain the metes and bounds 
of the claimed invention. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Please refer to the enclosed PTO-892 form. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to GREG BENGZON whose telephone number is 
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(571)272-3944. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon. thru Fri. 8 AM - 4:30 
PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Vaughn can be reached on (571)272-3922. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Greg Bengzon/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2444 



